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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 27.0

DHS notes the information submitted by the commentor.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 27.0

DHS notes the information submitted by the commentor. 
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.3

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 27.0

DHS notes the information provided by the commentor.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.5

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.
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Anonymous NCD018, Anonymous NCD018
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 2.0

DHS’s mission is to study foreign animal and zoonotic (transmitted from animals to humans) diseases

that threaten our agricultural livestock and agricultural economy.  The purpose of the NBAF would be

to develop tests to detect foreign animal and zoonotic diseases and develop vaccines (or other

countermeasures such as antiviral therapies) to protect agriculture and food systems in the United

States.  Therefore, it is highly unlikely that future work would be conducted on strictly human

pathogens.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.1

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative in favor of the

Plum Island Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 21.3

DHS notes the commentor’s concern regarding property values.  There is no empirical evidence that

a facility such as the NBAF would reduce property values in the study area. 

 

DHS notes the commentors conern about local livestock and animals.  The NBAF would provide

state-of-the-art operating procedures and biocontainment features to minimize the potential for

laboratory-acquired infections and accidental releases.  The risk of an accidental release of a

pathogen is extremely low.  Should the NBAF Record of Decision call for the design, construction,

and operation of the NBAF then site-specific protocols and emergency response plans would be

developed, in coordination with local emergency response agencies that would consider the diversity

and density of human, livestock, and wildlife populations residing within the area.  DHS would have

site-specific standard operating procedures and response plans in place prior to the initiation of

research activities at the NBAF.  Section 3.8.9 of the NBAF EIS addresses existing and potentially

applicable response plans that provide insight into some of the livestock and wildlife protective and

mitigating measures that could be employed in the event of a pathogen release from the NBAF.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 25.3

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.
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PD0008

July 4, 2008 

I think it’s absolutely ludicrous to put the BSL-4 land in tornado alley Kansas or cattle 

country Texas.  Keep it right on Plum Island where it’s been safe, and that’s the only 

place to put it. 

Thank you. 

3| 24.1
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.4

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative. 

 

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding potential tornado impacts to the NBAF. The NBAF

would be designed to withstand the normal meteorological conditions that are present within the

geographic area of the selected site.  The basis for establishing the anticipated wind speeds were the

International Building Code, ASCE 7 and the local jurisdictions. However, because of code specified

building importance modification factors and normal factors of safety incorporated into the structural

design, the facility would resist wind pressures up to 170% of the code specified 50-year wind

pressures.  This means the building’s structural system could resist a wind speed that is expected to

occur, on the average, only once in a 500 year period.

 

In the unlikely event that a 500-year wind storm strikes the facility, the exterior walls and roofing of the

building would likely fail first, and this breach in the exterior skin would cause a dramatic increase in

internal pressures leading to further failure of the building’s interior and exterior walls.  The loss of

these architectural wall components would decrease the overall wind loading applied to the building

and therefore diminish the possibility of damage to the building’s primary structural system.  Even

with the failure of these interior and exterior wall systems under an extreme wind loading event, the

robust construction used to construct BSL-3Ag and BSL-4 spaces, reinforced cast-in-place concrete

walls, would resist these wind forces and the primary bio-containment envelope would not be

breached.  The containment walls will be designed to withstand a 200 mph wind load, which is

equivalent to an F3 tornado according to the FEMA Design and Construction Guidance for

Community Shelters standards.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 25.6

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Texas Research Park Site Alternative.  Section 3.14

and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS investigate the chances of a variety of accidents that could occur

with the proposed NBAF and consequences of potential accidents,  DHS cannot guarantee that the

NBAF would never experience an accident; however, the risk of an accidental release of a pathogen

from the NBAF is extremely low. The economic impact of an accidental release, including the impact

on the livestock-related industries, is presented in Section 3.10.9 and Appendix D. The major

economic effect from an accidental release of a pathogen would be a potential ban on all U.S.

livestock products until the country was determined to be disease-free.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 24.1

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Plum Island Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 7.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding the visual effects of the NBAF which are described in

Section 3.2 of the NBAF EIS. DHS recognizes that the NBAF would be a distictive visible feature and

would alter the visual aesthetics of the area.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 15.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern of effects in school systems.  The effects on the community

including schools are discussed in Section 3.10. The effects to schools and other quality of life

resources would be minimal, since the number of new employees from the NBAF would be between

250 and 350, most of which would relocate from outside of the region.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 25.0

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the NBAF.

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 15.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern.  Adverse effects to quality-of-life resources would not be

expected with any of the site alternatives and are discussed in Section 3.10 of the NBAF EIS.

 

Comment No: 6                     Issue Code: 12.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding the proposed water use and existing water supply.

Section 3.3 includes an evaluation of infrastructure including potable water, and Section 3.7 includes

an evaluation of water resources. As stated in Section 3.3.3.3.1, there is adequate capacity of

43,000,000 gallons per year, but some infrastructure improvements would be required.  DHS

acknowledges that drought conditions exist in the region, but the NBAF would only account for a

minor increase in water use compared to recent development trends.

 

Comment No: 7                     Issue Code: 25.2

Please see response to Comment No. 1.
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PD0011

July 9, 2008 

I found that the Government Accountability Office has stated that the National Bio and 

Agro Defense Facility is best put on an island.  And being a native Kansan, and having 

had tornados of  magnitude 5 wipe out the town of Green, and actually hit a Kansas State 

University, I find that it is very unsafe to have that facility built in a university town in 

Kansas.  And so, I am against having that facility built in Kansas. 

Thank you. 

1| 5.0

2| 21.4

3| 25.4

Anonymous PD0011, Anonymous PD0011
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 5.0

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives. It has been shown that

modern biosafety laboratories can be safely operated in populated areas.  An example is the Centers

for Disease Control and Prevention in downtown Atlanta, Georgia, where such facilities employ

modern biocontainment technologies and safety protocols, such as would be employed in the design,

construction, and operation of NBAF.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 21.4

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding potential tornado impacts to the NBAF. The NBAF

would be designed to withstand the normal meteorological conditions that are present within the

geographic area of the selected site.  The basis for establishing the anticipated wind speeds were the

International Building Code, ASCE 7 and the local jurisdictions. However, because of code specified

building importance modification factors and normal factors of safety incorporated into the structural

design, the facility would resist wind pressures up to 170% of the code specified 50-year wind

pressures.  This means the building’s structural system could resist a wind speed that is expected to

occur, on the average, only once in a 500 year period.

 

In the unlikely event that a 500-year wind storm strikes the facility, the exterior walls and roofing of the

building would likely fail first, and this breach in the exterior skin would cause a dramatic increase in

internal pressures leading to further failure of the building’s interior and exterior walls.  The loss of

these architectural wall components would decrease the overall wind loading applied to the building

and therefore diminish the possibility of damage to the building’s primary structural system.  Even

with the failure of these interior and exterior wall systems under an extreme wind loading event, the

robust construction used to construct BSL-3Ag and BSL-4 spaces, reinforced cast-in-place concrete

walls, would resist these wind forces and the primary bio-containment envelope would not be

breached.  The containment walls will be designed to withstand a 200 mph wind load, which is

equivalent to an F3 tornado according to the FEMA Design and Construction Guidance for

Community Shelters standards.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 25.4

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 24.1

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site in favor of the Plum Island

Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 12.2

DHS notes the commentor’s drought concerns and acknowledges current regional drought

conditions.  As described in Section 3.7.3.3.1 of the NBAF EIS, the South Milledge Avenue Site

Alternative would use approximately 118,000 gallons per day of potable water, an amount that is

approximately 0.76% of Athens’ current annual average of 15.5 million gallons per day usage.  The

NBAF annual potable water usage is expected to be approximately equivalent to the amount

consumed by 228 residential homes.
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PD0013

July 9, 2008 

I’m from Kansas, and I’d like to say that I oppose bringing the NBAF to the KSU 

campus. 

I do not think it is a safe place to have this facility. 

Thank you. 

Bye.

1| 25.4
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.4

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 19.2

DHS notes the commentor’s concerns regarding the proximity of the NBAF to residential areas.  The

NBAF would be designed, constructed, and operated to ensure the maximum level of public safety

and to fulfill all necessary requirements to protect the environment.  As described in Chapter 3 and

summarized in Section 2.5 of the NBAF EIS, the impacts of activities during normal operations at any

of the six site alternatives would likely be minor.  Section 3.14 investigates the chances of a variety of

accidents that could occur with the proposed NBAF and consequences of potential accidents,

Accidents could occur in the form of procedural violations (operational accidents), natural phenomena

accidents, external events, and intentional acts. Although some accidents are more likely to occur

than others (e.g., safety protocol not being followed), the chances of an accidental release are low.

Should the NBAF Record of Decision call for the design, construction, and operations of the NBAF

then site specific protocols would be developed, in coordination with local emergency response

agencies.  These protocols would address emergency response considerations for populations

residing within close proximity to the NBAF.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 13.2

DHS notes the commentors concern regarding the proximity of the site to the Botanical Garden. As

indicated in Sections 3.8.3.2 and 3.8.3.3 of the NBAF EIS EIS, construction and normal operations of

the NBAF would have no direct impact on the State Botanical Garden. The NBAF would affect

primarily pasture areas that have low wildlife habitat value due to their disturbed condition, lack of

native vegetation, and lack of wildlife food and cover. The forested portion of the NBAF site along the

Oconee River is a high value riparian wildlife corridor that connects the Botanical Garden with

Whitehall Forest. However, impacts to the forested riparian area would be minor (0.2 acre), and these

impacts would occur within the existing pasture fence-line in areas that have been disturbed by

grazing.  The high value riparian corridor would be preserved; and therefore, the proposed NBAF

would not have significant direct impacts on wildlife.  The potential impacts of an accidental release

on wildlife are addressed in Section 3.8.9.  Although the EIS acknowledges the potential for

significant wildlife impacts in the event of an accidental release, the risk of such a release is

extremely low (see Section 3.14).   It has been shown that modern biosafety laboratories can be

safely operated in populated areas and in areas with abundant wildlife.  State-of-the-art

biocontainment facilities such as the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention in downtown

Atlanta, Georgia, employ modern biocontainment technologies and safety protocols, such as would

be employed in the design, construction, and operation of NBAF. Furthermore, the purpose of NBAF

is to combat diseases that could have significant effects on wildlife. Research at the NBAF would

include the development of vaccines for wildlife that could prevent adverse impacts from a foreign

introduction. DHS notes the commentor’s concerns regarding safe facility operations.  The NBAF

would be designed, constructed, and operated to ensure the maximum level of public safety and to
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fulfill all necessary requirements to protect the environment.  An analysis of potential consequences

of a pathogen (e.g., Rift Valley fever virus) becoming established in native mosquito populations,

particularly in warm, humid climates, was evaluated in Sections 3.8.9, 3.10.9, and 3.14.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 12.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding the proposed water use and existing water supply.

Section 3.3 of the NBAF EIS includes an evaluation of infrastructure including potable water, and

Section 3.7 includes an evaluation of water resources. As stated in Section 3.3.3.3.1, there is

adequate capacity of 43,000,000 gallons per year, but some infrastructure improvements would be

required.  DHS notes the commentor’s drought concerns and acknowledges current regional drought

conditions.  As described in Section 3.7.3.3.1, the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative would use

approximately 118,000 gallons per day of potable water, an amount that is approximately 0.76% of

Athens’ current annual average of 15.5 million gallons per day usage.  The NBAF annual potable

water usage is expected to be approximately equivalent to the amount consumed by 228 residential

homes.
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PD0016

July 17, 2008 

Yes,

I’d like to say that I certainly hope that your organization will be moving to Butner, 

North Carolina.  I think it’ll provide a lot of good jobs for this community, and as a 

matter of fact, I have members of my family that would like to go to work for you. 

We have about 20 people in the community that raised cane when the federal prison came 

in and tried to scare everybody to death and they’re the same people that are trying to do 

the same thing with your outfit. 

God bless you. 

Thank you. 

1| 24.3

2| 15.3
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Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.3

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 15.3

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.  The economic

effects of the NBAF at the Umstead Research Farm Site are included in Section 3.10.7 of the NBAF

EIS. During the 4-yr construction phase, total labor income is projected at approximately $162 million

(Section 3.10.7.2.1) while operation of the NBAF would generate approximately $29 million (Section

3.10.7.3.1)  in labor income annually. 
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 12.2

DHS notes the commentor’s drought concerns and acknowledges current regional drought

conditions.  As described in Section 3.7.3.3.1 of the NBAF EIS, the South Milledge Avenue Site

Alternative would use approximately 118,000 gallons per day of potable water, an amount that is

approximately 0.76% of Athens’ current annual average of 15.5 million gallons per day usage.  The

NBAF annual potable water usage is expected to be approximately equivalent to the amount

consumed by 228 residential homes.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 21.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding human health. A discussion of human health and

safety including the potential risk and consequences of an accident occurring at the NBAF is included

in Section 3.14. The potential economic effects of an accidental release at the South Milledge Avenue

Site are described in Section 3.10.9.1 and Appendix D. As noted, the risks are very low for accidents

to occur that would result in an accidental release, and mitigation measures would further reduce the

risks.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 15.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern.  The number of short-term and permanent jobs are discussed

in Section 3.10. It is expected that approximately 2,700 direct temporary jobs would result from

construction of the NBAF, with many of the jobs being filled locally.  Approximately 483 permanent

jobs, including the initial 326 direct jobs, would result from operation of the NBAF, with much of the

scientific work force relocating to the region. 

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 13.2

DHS notes the commentor’s concerns regarding safe facility operations.  The NBAF would be

designed, constructed, and operated to ensure the maximum level of public safety and to fulfill all

necessary requirements to protect the environment.  An analysis of potential consequences of a

pathogen (e.g. Rift Valley fever virus) becoming established in native mosquito populations was

evaluated in Section 3.8.9 and Section 3.10.9 of the NBAF EIS as well as in Section 3.14 (Health and

Safety).

 

Comment No: 6                     Issue Code: 19.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern. An evaluation of the effects of the NBAF on quality of life

resources is included in Section 3.10. A discussion of human health and safety is included in Section

3.14.

 

Comment No: 7                     Issue Code: 8.0
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DHS notes the commentor's concerns about reliability of electric power to the NBAF.  Section 3.3.3 of

the NBAF EIS  includes an assessment of the current infrastructure at the South Milledge Avenue

Site and potential effects from construction and operation of the NBAF.  No electric power constraints

have been identified for the South Milledge Avenue Site.  Should a site be selected for NBAF, any

needed infrastructure improvements to ensure service reliability would be identified in accordance

with the final facility design.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.1

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Plum Island Site Alternative.
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PD0024

July 24, 2008 

Yes,

I’d like to express my opposition to placing this bio agro defense lab at Kansas State 

University; Manhattan, Kansas. 

There are a number of geographic, geologic faults in the Manhattan area.  There’s one 

north of Manhattan - Tuttle Creek Dam - the east end of Tuttle Creek Dam is built right 

on a fault.  There’s several other faults to the east of Manhattan, the Lewisville faults and 

others.

The ground is not....the ground is not....presents a potential hazard for the lab, the large 

number of foreign students in the area, presents a security risk, I think, and this lab ought 

to be isolated not in a .... for example, where it’s located now on Plum Island as opposed 

to the center of the United States where an accident or a rupture of the facility could 

contaminate thousands of square miles and result in the deaths of millions of animals and 

perhaps hundreds of thousands of people. 

Thank you. 

1| 25.4

2| 11.4

3| 21.4
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.4

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 11.4

Geologic concerns are addressed in Section 3.6 of the NBAF EIS. In addition, detailed geologic

information would be evaluated during the final design phase of the project.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 21.4

A separate Threat and Risk Assessment (designated as For Official Use Only)(TRA) was developed

outside of the EIS process in accordance with the requirements stipulated in federal regulations. The

purpose of the TRA was to identify potential vulnerabilities and weaknesses associated with the

NBAF . The TRA considered site specific data such as local crime statistics, diversity of the local

population; including the presence of non-US citizens, and capabilities of the local emergency

response organizations.  The TRA analysis provided recommendations for the most prudent

measures to establish a reasonable level of risk for the security of operations of the NBAF and public

safety.  Because of the importance of the NBAF mission and the associated work with potential high-

consequence biological pathogens, critical information related to the potential for adverse

consequences as a result of intentional acts has been incorporated into the NEPA process.  The TRA

and security actions that would be implemented based on TRA recommendations, are confidential

due to NBAF security considerations. In addition, employees and contractors will be screened prior to

employment or engagement and monitored while working, among other security measures as set out

in Section 3.14.3.4 of the NBAF EIS.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 24.1

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Plum Island Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 19.4

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding the potential consequences from a NBAF accident.

Section 3.14 investigates the chances of a variety of accidents that could occur with the proposed

NBAF and consequences of potential accidents,  Accidents could occur in the form of procedural

violations (operational accidents), natural phenomena accidents,, external events, and intentional

acts. Although some accidents are more likely to occur than others (e.g., safety protocol not being

followed), the chances of an accidental release are low.  The specific objective of the hazard

identification, accident analysis, and risk assessment is to identify the likelihood and consequences

from accidents or intentional subversive acts. In addition to identifying the potential for or likelihood of

the scenarios leading to adverse consequences, this analysis provides support for the identification of

specific engineering and administrative controls to either prevent a pathogen release or mitigate the

consequences of such a release.  The risk of an accidental release of a pathogen is extremely low.
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PD0027

July 27, 2008 

Hi,

I’m calling to express my concern and my opposition, my strong opposition, to the bio 

disease lab that is proposed for Butner, North Carolina.  I believe it’s NBAF. 

That just arouses all sorts of concern in me.  I worry about contamination to the area.  I 

worry about people becoming ill here, people having to evacuate their homes.  I worry 

about.... just mass danger really, to people.  I also worry about what it will do to property 

value.  I mean this is a booming area here near RTP, and people love to move here and 

work here, and property values have held steady here.  And I foresee where this could 

have potentially detrimental effects on property value and that sort of thing.  And I just 

don’t see where....from the article I read in the Independent ...how it really would help the 

State of North Carolina enough to be willing to take on the kind of potential liabilities 

that that sort of facility in this area could bring. 

So I just want to voice my strong opposition to it. 

Thank you. 

1| 25.3

2| 19.3

3| 15.3
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.3

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 19.3

DHS notes the commentor's concern. The NBAF would be designed, constructed, and operated to

ensure the maximum level of public safety and to fulfill all necessary requirements to protect the

environment.  As described in Chapter 3 and summarized in Section 2.5 of the NBAF EIS, the

impacts of activities during normal operations at any of the six site alternatives would likely be minor.

Section 3.14 investigates the chances of a variety of accidents that could occur with the proposed

NBAF and consequences of potential accidents,  Accidents could occur in the form of procedural

violations (operational accidents), natural phenomena accidents,, external events, and intentional

acts. Although some accidents are more likely to occur than others (e.g., safety protocol not being

followed), the chances of an accidental release are low.  Waste management (Section 3.13)

describes the processes that would be used to control and dispose of liquid and solid waste from the

NBAF, and Sections 3.3 and 3.7 describe standard methods used to prevent and mitigate potential

effects of spills and runoff. Should the NBAF Record of Decision call for the design, construction, and

operations of the NBAF then site specific protocols would be developed, in coordination with local

emergency response agencies, that would address decontamination procedures.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 15.3

The effects of the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative on housing is discussed in Section 3.10.7

of the NBAF EIS. As stated in the NBAF EIS, the housing market would be able to meet the increase

in housing demand (326 employees in total), relative to the estimated growth of the existing

population between 2007 and 2012 (188,278). It is possible that with the relocation of highly skilled

workers to the immediate area, property values could increase due to an increase in demand, and

there is no empirical evidence that a facility such as the NBAF would reduce property values in the

study area. Therefore, the overall effect of the NBAF on housing market conditions would be

negligible.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.1

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Plum Island Site Alternative.

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

December 20082-93



 

PD0032

July 28, 2008 

The bio agro defense facility is not wanted in Butner, North Carolina.  It will be deadly to 

the people and to the area, and the whole southeastern area. 

Please no bio agro lab in this area.  It is not wanted. 

1| 25.3
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.3

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.
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PD0034

July 29, 2008 

Hi,

I’d like to say that I am not interested in having the bio lab here in North Carolina. 

Please reconsider and build it somewhere else. 

Thank you. 

1| 25.3
1| 25.3

2| 5.0
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.3

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 5.0

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.
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PD0035

July 31, 2008 

Yes,

I am highly opposed to this facility being built in Butner, North Carolina.  I think it is bad 

for the growth of this community.  It could actually be of danger to the people. 

Thank you. 

1| 25.3

Anonymous PD0035, Anonymous PD0035
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.3

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.  DHS notes

the commentor's views on risk.  DHS believes that experience shows that facilities utilizing modern

biocontainment technologies and safety protocols, such as would be employed in the design,

construction, and operation of the NBAF, would enable the NBAF to be safely operated with a

minimal degree of risk, regardless of the site chosen.
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Anonymous PD0037, Anonymous PD0037
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 27.0

DHS notes the commentor's statement.
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Anonymous PD0042, Anonymous PD0042
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.1

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Plum Island Site Alternative.

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

December 20082-98


